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The Honorable Michael Chertoff
Secretary

U.S. Department of Homeland Security
Washington, DC 20528

The Honorable Armold Schwarzenegger
Governor

State Capitol Building

Sacramento, CA 95814

The Honorable Matthew Bettenhausen
Director

California Office of Homeland Security
State Capitol Building, 1st Floor
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Secretary Chertoff, Governor Schwarzenegger, and Director Bettenhausen:

I am writing in response to a July 1 report in the Los Angeles Times that the California
Office of Homeland Security has been tracking peaceful political demonstrations,
including one in which I participated on March 18, 2006 in Walnut Creek, California,
without any indication of illegal or threatening activity.

The notion that federal, state or local governments would covertly monitor citizens
engaged in peaceful political expression is completely unacceptable and in violation of
the fundamental spirit that established our democracy. Government monitoring of
peaceful activities serves to intimidate its citizens from exercising their fundamental

rights.

I write to request a complete and detailed account of the monitoring of local political
activities in California by the California OHS, its contractors, or any federal agencies.

According to a statement from the California OHS, dated Saturday, July 1, 2006,
“Information from federal agencies about the location and time of various political
protests around California was collected by a company hired to analyze security data and
was included in two draft briefs submitted to OHS officials in March and April, 2006.”

This hardly satisfies my concerns about the state’s activities nor does it adequately
answer the many questions raised by the disclosures in the Los Angeles Times.
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In particular, I would like you to provide the following information:

-- Is it the practice of the state of California, its contractors, the federal Department of
Homeland Security, other federal agencies, local law enforcement agencies or private
contractors paid by state or federal agencies to monitor peaceful political activities in
California or elsewhere in the United States and to keep records on those peaceful
political activities?

-- If it is the practice of any of those agencies, departments or contractors, what is the
justification for such monitoring, what is the scope of such monitoring, and what is the
legal rationale for such monitoring and the legal assurance that the monitoring is not in
violation of Americans’ first amendment rights to free expression?

-- If in fact a state contractor, SRA International, conducted activities that were
considered inappropriate or illegal, why was the contractor allowed to continue to work
for the state?

-- Why did the state fail to inform the public that one of its contractors had acted
inappropriately or illegally?

-- Why is the federal Immigration and Customs Enforcement Agency tracking peaceful
rallies of private citizens and to what extent are they doing so nationally?

At a minimum, the state government owes an apology to the people of California. Even
more importantly, the state and the Department of Homeland Security must account for
how this monitoring was allowed to occur and must detail what steps have been taken to
ensure there is no further inappropriate or illegal interference in the ability of
Californians or Americans anywhere to exercise their right to free expression.

We all recognize the critical challenge of enhancing homeland security against the
possible threat of terrorism. But, as I am sure you agree, needlessly infringing on
Americans’ first amendment rights is not an acceptable tactic in this effort, and in fact
represents a distraction from the urgent work at hand to keep America safe.
Thank you for your immediate attention to this urgent matter.
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GEORGE MILRLER
Member of Congress, 7" District




